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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The term "preferably" renders the claim indefinite because it is 
unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. 
See MPEP§ 2173.05(d). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Scarlata (US 
5,518,230). 

Regarding claim 1 , Scarlata discloses a device for the placement of sheets for a 
printer, including at least one rotating drivable sheet conveyor, which is provided to 
accept or grip a front edge of a sheet and for the placement of the sheet on a stack of 
sheets after traversing a rotation path, and a sensor device for the detection of the 
attained stack height and the attained stack level, which has a sensor, which 
simultaneously functions as the holding-down element for the stack, which is lifted, 
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mechanically controlled, from the stack, for the release of the stack, so as to place the 
next sheet on the stack; said device characterized in that; at least two sheet conveyors 
(the two arms 21 ) are provided in such a way that these several sheet conveyors can 
rotate around a common axis, essentially independent of one another, and thus one of 
these sheet conveyors is ready to accept or detect the next sheet, if another one of 
these sheet conveyors is still occupied with the transport or the placement of a 
preceding sheet and that the sensor is coupled mechanically with several of these sheet 
conveyors. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Scarlata in view of Ruenzi (US 4,21 2,456). 

Regarding claims 2-4, Scarlata discloses everything except a jacket surface on 
the sheet guide. Ruenzi teaches the use of a jacket surface on sheet conveyors in order 
to increase the friction between the conveyor and the sheets. Col. 5, lines 33 et seq. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to add a jacket surface on the sheet conveyors of Scarlata, as taught by 
Ruenzi, in order to increase the friction between the conveyor and the sheets. 
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Regarding claims 5-7, Scarlata discloses everything except doubly provided 
sheet conveyors. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use doubly provided sheet conveyors in Scarlata in order to 
better convey the sheets, since it has been held that mere duplication of the essential 
working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 

Claims 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Scarlata (US 5,518,230). 

Regarding claims 8-14, Scarlata discloses everything except several sensors 
distributed over the sheet width. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to use multiple sheet sensors in Scarlata in order to 
better detect the stack height, since it has been held that mere duplication of the 
essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeremy Severson whose telephone number is (571)272- 
2209. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey, can be reached on 571-272-6916. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Jeremy Severson/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3653 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3653 



